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SIR: 



Attached hereto for filing are the following papers: 



Supplemental Reply Brief (In Triplicate) 

Our check in the amount of is attached covering any required fees. In the event any 

variance exists between the amount enclosed and the Patent Office charges for filing the above-noted 
documents, including any fees required under 37 C.F.R 1.136 for any necessary Extension of Time to 
make the filing of the attached documents timely, please charge or credit the difference to our Deposit 
Account No. 15-0030. Further, if these papers are not considered timely filed, then a petition is hereby 
made under 37 C.F.R. 1.136 for the necessary extension of time. A duplicate copy of this sheet is 
enclosed. 



Respectfully submitted, 

OBLON, SPIVAK, McCLELLAND, 
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SUPPLEMENTAL REPLY BRIEF 

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 22313 

SIR: 

The Office communication dated April 14, 2004 appears to be a supplemental 
examiner's answer, which is improper according to 37 CFR 1.193(b)(1), since there has been 
no remand. However, to the extent the Board deems the Office communication procedurally 
proper, the present Supplemental Reply Brief is in rebuttal thereof. 

The Examiner points to section 1 1 of the Examiner's Answer as responding to the 
arguments made in the Appeal Brief. In reply, Appellants maintain their position as reflected 
in the Reply Brief, and as can be verified by the Board by comparing the Examiner's Answer 
with the Final Rejection and the Advisory Action. 

The Examiner suggests that it is improper to raise new issues, at first, in the Appeal 
Brief. In reply, Appellants have not raised new issues but to the extent any of their 



Application No. 1 0/09 1 ,502 
Supplemental Reply Brief 

arguments are new, they are in response to arguments raised in the Advisory Action, as stated 

in the Reply Brief. The Examiner has not sought to rebut Appellants' arguments. 

Respectfully submitted, 

OBLON, SPIVAK, McCLELLAND, 
MAJER & NEUSTADT, P.C. 
NormaVF- Obion 
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